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In October, 1960, the Soviet Communist Party held its Twenty-Second Congress in 
Moscow. The occasion was the forty-third anniversary of the October Revolution of 1917, 
by which the Bolsheviks seized power in Russia. 


DAN SMOOT 


The Soviet Party’s “Draft Program,” authorized by the Twenty-Second Congress, 
is an excessively long and dull document, crammed with the usual communist lies and 
distortions of history, but interlarded with statements which (when translated from the 
upside down language of communism) reveal the communist conspiracy’s major tactical 
objectives. A major objective is to crush the significant anti-communist movements in 
the nations now under communist tyranny, as well as in all non-communist countries. 


Here is how that objective is expressed in the Soviet Party’s “Draft Program”: 


‘**Nationalism is the chief political and ideological weapon used by international reaction 
and the remnants of the domestic reactionary forces against the unity of the socialist 
countries.” 


Nationalism, when communists apply it to non-communists, means patriotic love of 
one’s own country. International reaction means worldwide resistance to communist con- 
quest. Remnants of the domestic reactionary forces means the anti-communist patriots who 
have not yet been silenced or murdered. Socialist countries means communist countries. 


The Draft Program says: 


‘Nationalist sentiments and national narrow-mindedness do not disappear automatic- 
ally with the establishment of the socialist system. Nationalist prejudice and survivals of 
former national strife are a province in which resistance to social progress may be most 
protracted and stubborn, bitter and insidious.” 


That paragraph means that even after the blood bath of communist conquest in 
nations like Hungary, Poland, Rumania, and so on, there are still patriots who hate and 
resist Communism. 
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The Draft Program says: 


“The communists consider it their prime 
duty to educate working people in a spirit 
of internationalism, socialist patriotism, and 
intolerance of all possible manifestations of 
nationalism and chauvinism. Nationalism is 
harmful to the common interests of the social- 
ist community and, above all, the people of 
the country where it obtains, since isolation 
from the socialist camp holds up that coun- 
try’s development, deprives it of the advan- 
tages deriving from the world socialist sys- 
tem, and encourages the imperialist powers 
to make the most of the nationalist tendencies 
for their own ends.” 


Imperialist powers means non-communist 
nations. That whole paragraph means that 
communists soften a nation for conquest by 
having its people brainwashed of all patriot- 
ism, all love of their own country, all respect 
for their own national traditions. This is done 
by washing the population with international- 
ist propaganda about “‘world-mindedness” and 
about the necessity of becoming “‘citizens of 
the world.” 


ACTION BY THE PUPPETS — 


Once the people of a nation lose their patriot- 
ism, they have no will to resist communism. 
Once they accept the “‘world-mindedness” 
propaganda of internationalism, they are inev- 
itably attracted toward the “world socialist 
system” of communism. 


All of this shows how useful the United 
Nations is to the international communist 
conspiracy. In the United States, for exam- 
ple, the government itself, many of the biggest 
churches and church organizations (like the 
National Council of Churches), most of the 
big tax-exempt foundations, many of the col- 
leges and universities, and a powerful array 
of respected tax-exempt organizations (which 
I have previously characterized as constituting 
the invisible government of the United States) 
— all relentlessly bombard the American pop- 
ulation with internationalist “world-minded- 
ness” propaganda, which communist leaders 
urge as the primary way to soften a nation 
for communist conquest. 


The fact, however, that the Soviet com. 
munist party dwelt on this theme at length 
in the Draft Program prepared at its 1969 
meeting shows something else very significant: 
it shows that there is a resurgence of patriotism 
throughout the world and a growing resist. 
ance, particularly in the United States, to the 
communists’ softening-up propaganda, which 
is distributed to us, at our own expense, by 
our own most respected leaders. 


In effect, the Soviet communist party at 
its October, 1960, meeting in Moscow warned 
all communist parties of the world that they 
must intensify their manipulation of anti- 
anti-communist “liberal internationalists” jn 
order to overcome, with heavier barrages of 
internationalist propaganda, the growing spirit 
of patriotism. 


In December, 1960, the communist leaders 
of the world gave more direct and dramatic 
proof that they are gravely worried about the 
growing patriotic, anti-communist movement 
in the United States. 


On December 5, 1960, in Moscow, repre- 
sentatives of all communist parties of the 
world (including the American communist 
party) adopted a red manifesto specifically 
referring, for the first time in history, to the 
anti-communist movement in the United 
States, recognizing this movement as a majot 
threat to communist progress. 


In October, 1960, the Soviet communist 


party, in the roundabout, upside-down lan- 


guage of communism, warned the communist 


_ of the world that anti-communism in thf 


United States was growing significantly and 
becoming a menace to the communist conspir- 
acy. In December, 1960, communist leader 
of the whole world adopted a formal policy 
statement which, in blunt language, ordered 
communists to destroy the anti-communist 
movement in America. 


Within a matter of days after this order 
went out from Moscow, it was being imple- 
mented in the United States, not only by com- 
munists themselves, but by their handmaidens 
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nd spokesmen — America’s liberal interna- 
tionalists in government, in the press, in the 
churches, in the foundations, and elsewhere. 
(Indeed, the National Council of Churches, 
in February, 1960, successfully ordered the 
Department of Defense to remove an Air Force 
Training Manual which told the truth about 
communist influence in such organizations as 


the National Council of Churches). 


In January, 1961, President Kennedy pro- 
hibited Admiral Arleigh Burke, then Chief of 
Naval Operations, from implying (in a public 
speech) that the Soviets cannot be trusted. 


In February, 1961, The People’s World, 
oficial communist party newspaper published 
in San Francisco, initiated an attack on the 
anti-communist John Birch Society. The “‘lib- 
eral” press of America carried this communist 
attack forward with pathological enthusiasm 
and psychopathic distortion of facts. 


On March 3, 1961, The Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists, an extreme leftwing publi- 
cation, ran a feature article denouncing anti- 
communist patriots in the American armed 


forces. 


On March 10, 1961, the Defense Depart- 
ment ordered all branches of the armed forces 
to stop using effective anti-communist films 
(“Operation Abolition,” and “Communism 
on the Map”) in their training and public 
relations programs. 


On April 9, 1961, The Overseas Weekly, 


[a pornographic little leftwing rag published 


for American servicemen overseas, attacked 
Major General Edwin A. Walker because of 
the effective anti-communist program which 


-_ | the General had instituted for the 24th Infan- 


try Division in Germany. 


On April 18, 1961, President Kennedy, on 
the basis of The Overseas Weekly allegations, 
fired General Walker from his command. 


On June 4, 1961, the communist party 
Worker published a feature article denounc- 


"fing anti-communist patriots in the American 
"farmed forces. 


One June 16, 1961, the Worker returned 
to the attack with an article by Gus Hall, 
head of the communist party in the United 
States. 


On June 18, 1961, The New York Times 
published a long article by Cabell Phillips, 
taking the same tack that Gus Hall had taken 
in the Worker. 


On about June 20, 1961, Senator J. Wil- 
liam Fulbright (Democrat, Arkansas), as 
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, sent to the Secretary of Defense, 
a memorandum entitled ‘“‘Propaganda Activ- 
ities of Military Personnel Directed at the Pub- 
lic.” The Fulbright memorandum does more 
than support the communist line set out by 
communist writers in the Worker: the Ful- 
bright memorandum, in addition to condemn- 
ing American patriots in the armed forces, 
denounces fundamental principles of Ameri- 
can representative government. 


On June 28, 1961, Marquis Childs in the 
Washington Post and Times Herald made an 
attack, in the same vein as those made by com- 
munists, on American patriots in the armed 
forces. 


By mid-July, 1961, the attack by America’s 
‘liberals,’ against anti-communist patriotism 
in the armed forces was in full thunder; and 
the Defense Department muzzling of all anti- 
communist expression by military personnel, 
was virtually complete. 


SENATOR THURMOND’S COUNTERATTACK 


On July 26, 1961, Senator Strom Thur- 
mond (Democrat, South Carolina — himself 
a Major General in the Army Reserve) made 
a speech in the Senate, exposing the dastardly 
thing that was happening. 


In a series of speeches, Senator Thurmond 
brought the ‘confidential’ Fulbright memo- 
randum to light and forced Fulbright to insert 
the thing in the Congressional Record (pages 
13436,ff., August 2, 1961). 


On August 4, 1961, Thurmond introduced 


Page 299 


gth 
960 
ant: 
tism 
sist 
the 
hich | 
by 
y at 
rned 
they 
anti- 
in 
of 
pirit 
ders 
atic 
t the 
ent 
pre 
the 
nist 
ally 
the 
ited 
ajor 
nig || 
lan 
inists 
and 
sp 
aden} 
olicy} 
unist) 
ple 
om 
idens§ 


Senate Resolution 191, calling for a Senate 
Armed Services Committee investigation of 
this muzzling of anti-communism in the 
armed forces. 


By September 8, 1961, Senator Thurmond 
and the Armed Services Committee had 
received more than 150,000 wires and letters 
supporting the Thurmond Resolution. 


The nation should always be grateful to 
Senator Thurmond for taking leadership in 
bringing this sinister condition to light. The 
nation should express that gratitude by con- 
tinuing to flood Congress with wires and let- 
ters in support of Senator Thurmond’s demand 
for a full-scale investigation. 


WHY THE ARMED FORCES ? 


The simple, abbreviated chronology of 
events, set out above, gives a good inkling of 
the communist modus operandi — method of 
operation. The official line for the interna- 
tional communist conspiracy is set in Moscow. 
The pattern of attack is outlined in official 
communist publications; but the effective bat- 
tle against the enemies of communism is con- 
ducted by the anti-anti-communist liberals 
who pose as anti-communists. 


The current attack against anti-communist 
patriots also reveals something very funda- 
mental about the communist modus operandi 
—something not readily obvious without 
some historical explanation. Why, for exam- 
ple, is the current communist attack centered 
primarily against anti-communism in Ameri- 
can military establishments? 


Lenin knew, and forty-four years of com- 
munist experience has confirmed, that the 
communists cannot take over a nation which 
has a disciplined military establishment, staffed 
by patriots who love their own nation and 
national traditions. Hence, communists are 
always frenzied in their efforts to stamp out 
any evidence of growing patriotism and anti- 
communism in the American armed forces. 
Similarly, they become frenzied and violent 
in their attacks on any effort to expose com- 


munist infiltration into the armed forces. This 
explains why the late Senator Joseph McCar. 
thy touched a raw nerve and mobilized the 
communist forces of America in determina. 
tion to destroy him, when his anti-communist 
investigations started exposing communist 
infiltration into the army. 


THE RESURGENCE OF PATRIOTISM 


McCarthy’s investigations (and the inves. 
tigations of the Senate Judiciary Subcommit- 
tee in the mid-1950’s) revealed that United 
States Army indoctrination courses, ever since 
our entry into World War II as an ally of the 
Soviet Union, had been influenced by com. 
munists or pro-communists and were built 
around materials prepared by such people, 
How, then, could there have been such 3 
resurgence of anti-communist patriotism in 
the American armed forces as to become a 
threat to communism by 1960? 


There are many answers. One is that the 
remnant of militant anti-communist spokes- 
men in the civilian population of America 
would not be silenced. They kept hammering 
away about the communist-socialist threat to 
America until the general population, seeing 
the unbroken series of disgraceful failures 
which the policies of government are bring. 
ing upon America, began to take fire, and 
listen. 


In a broad sense, the resurgence of anti- 
communist patriotism in the armed forces wa 
a reflection of the growing anti-communism 
among the general population of America. 


There is also a very specific reason why mem- 
bers of the armed forces, like General Walker, 
became leaders in the American anti-com- 
munist movement: our experience in Korea, 
where, for the first time in history, our sdl- 
diers, captured in battle, made no effort to 
escape from enemy prison camps, and where 
thousands easily succumbed to enemy propa 
ganda because they had never been taught 
anything about the history or ideals of their 
own nation. 


This was a shocking and fearful revelation 
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Therefore, in about 1956, the armed forces 
started indoctrination programs to teach 
American soldiers something about the prin- 
aples of their own society, and something 
sbout the godless conspiracy called commu- 
nism, which is the declared enemy of all free 


men. 


In four years, the anti-communist move- 
ment in the American armed forces had grown 
o significantly that communists ordered an 
all out attack to stop it. Today, such Amer- 
icans as Robert McNamara, Kennedy’s Secre- 
tary of Defense, and J. William Fulbright, 
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, are supporting this objective more 
efectively than if they were on the Kremlin 
payroll. 


DISHONESTY IN HIGH PLACES 


Qne disturbing aspect of the whole picture 
isthe dishonesty of American officialdom. 


In some public statements, Defense Depart- 
ment officials say they are not trying to 
suppress anti-communism: they are merely 
trying to require the military to stick to 
military business and to leave political matters 
to the civilian heads of government. In other 


-} statements, these officials reveal that they 


expect the military to engage in ‘political’ 
indoctrination, but of a kind acceptable to 


the administration in power. 


For example, on August 8, 1961, Mr. John 
E. Carland, Deputy Director, Special Activi- 
ties, Department of Defense, wrote to a citi- 


.}zen of California, trying to explain why the 


Department of Defense had cancelled an 


., engagement of the 11th Naval District Band 


to appear at an anti-communist freedom rally 
in Santa Monica on July 26. 


The Deputy Director’s ‘reasons’ are muddy 
and dialectical, but along toward the end of 


“Phis letter, he tries to establish that the Defense 


Department is also anti-communist. He says: 


“Within the area of the specific responsi- 
bility of the Department of Defense, we invite 
your attention to the active program which 


the Department continually conducts to 
orient all members of the Armed Forces 
regarding the world-wide threat of interna- 
tional communism and the techniques which 


‘it uses in its avowed campaign for world 


domination. In order that you may have a 
better understanding of this program, we are 
inclosing lists of the principal materials which 
are used in orientation programs on com- 
munism and democracy.” 


Remember that General Walker was relieved 
from his command for ‘orienting’ members of 
the 24th Division “regarding the world-wide 
threat of international communism and the 
techniques which it uses in its avowed cam- 
paign for world domination.” The films 
“Operation Abolition” and “Communism on 
the Map” (and “Communist Encirclement — 
1961” a sequel to “Communism on the 
Map”) are authentic documentaries which, 
like General Walker’s Pro-Blue Program, did 
an effective job in explaining, honestly, the 
techniques of communism; but these two 
films were banned by the Defense Department. 


What are the “principal materials” now being 
used since “Operation Abolition” and ‘“‘Com- 
munist Encirclement — 1961” were banned? 


One of the films on the Defense Depart- 
ment’s ‘Principal Materials” list is called 
“Challenge of Ideas.” This is the film specifi- 
cally designed to replace “Operation Aboli- 


tion” and “Communist Encirclement.” 


Concerning this film, Senator Strom Thur- 
mond says: 


*‘When queried about their reasons for not 
using ‘Operation Abolition’ and ‘Communist 
Encirclement — 1961’ in their educational 
programs on communism for members of the 
Armed Forces, the Department of Defense, 
after stating that the aforementioned were 
controversial, hastens to add that they have 
prepared a film to be used in their informa- 
tional courses to the troops. The name of this 
film is ‘Challenge of Ideas.’ 


“I viewed this film yesterday ...I can 
assure Senators that there is nothing contro- 
versial about the film ‘Challenge of Ideas.’ 
The most descriptive words which I can think 
of to describe this film are ‘namby-pamby.’ 
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“The narration by Mr. Edward R. Mur- 
row, now Director of the U. S. Information 
Agency, will certainly offend no one—except 
those of us who know and recognize the 
‘gutless’ nature of the presentation in this 
non-controversial film. It is a superficial 
treatment of a serious issue and will contrib- 
ute little to remedying the deficiency of 
knowledge concerning the total nature and 
threat of communism.” 


Other films on the Defense Department’s 
“Principal Materials” list for indoctrinating 
our troops are one in which George F. Kennan 
discusses ‘Soviet Objectives”; one in which Dr. 
Philip E. Mosely discusses “The New Face 
of the Soviets’; and one in which Mr. 
Daniel Schorr discusses ““The Wounded Bear 
Theory.” 


All of these gentlemen are, like Edward 
R. Murrow, members of the Council on For- 
eign Relations, the invisible government, 
whose objective is to convert America into 
a socialist state and then submerge it in a one- 
world socialist system. 


Though presented to our troops as anti- 
communist experts, all of these CFR gentle- 
men are well known anti-anti-communist 
internationalists. 


Senator Strom Thurmond rather well sums 
up the harm that such material can do, when 
presented as anti-communism, thus leaving 
our soldiers confused and ignorant about the 
real objectives and tactics of communism. Sen- 
ator Thurmond says: 


*t. . . the time has come for all Americans, 
in uniform and out, to understand that we 


are in a life-and-death struggle with com- | 


munism.... 


“Great military strength is essential to our 
defense against communism, but military 
power alone cannot insure our success. That 
military power must be accompanied by the 
will to win on the part of every American 
— and the determination to use this power, 
if necessary. 


“Such a will to win can never exist, except 
it be based on the firm foundation of a knowl- 
edge and understanding of the principles on 
which our own country is founded and on 


the knowledge and understanding of the totaj 
nature of communism and the myriad of tag. 
tics by which it seeks to enslave the world, 


“Our military leaders have obviously bee, 
attempting to lay the foundation in know). 
edge and understanding of communism which 
can support and foster a will to win. In g 
doing, they are carrying out their oath ty 
defend the Constitution of the United State 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic. , ,, 


“The infamous attacks on our military 
leaders and the attempts to discredit them and 
to intimidate them to the extent that they 
will neglect their responsibility to inform the 
American public and personnel under their 
command constitute a threat to our very 


existence.” 
FULBRIGHT 


The ugliest role, in what Senator Thurmond 
calls the “infamous attacks” on our military 
patriots, has been played by J. William Ful- 
bright, Senator from Arkansas. If just 1% of 
the thoughtful people of Arkansas could be 
persuaded to read the Fulbright Memorandum 
against anti-communist patriots in the armed 
forces, I believe they would work hard enough 
to guarantee that Fulbright will be voted out 
of the Senate in 1962 — which would be, 
great accomplishment for liberty and decency, 


Here are some extracts from the Fulbright 
Memorandum to the Secretary of Defense (not 
dated, but prepared about June 20, 1961): 


“Under a National Security Council direc- 
tive in 1958, it remains the policy of the U. §. 
Government to make use of military person- 
nel and facilities to arouse the public to the 
menace of the cold war.... 


‘In at least 11 instances of what apparently 
are implementations of the National Security 
Council policy, the actual programs, closely 
identified with military personnel, made us 
of extremely radical rightwing speaker 
and/or materials, with the probable net 
result of condemning foreign and domestic 
senyee of the administration in the public 
mind. 


“The purpose of this memorandum is to 
give some indication of the dangers involved 
in education and propaganda activities by 
the military, directed at the public, and to 
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mggest steps for dealing with the under- 
lying problem. ... 


As a generalization, the instances described 
in the attached list involve the participation 
of military personnel in programs on the 
nature of the communist menace and proper 
methods of combating it.... 


“The content no doubt has varied from 
program to program, but running through all 
of them is a central theme that the primary, 
if not exclusive, danger to this country is 
internal communist infiltration. Past and cur- 
rent international difficulties are often attrib- 
uted to this, or ascribed to ‘softness,’ ‘sell- 
outs,’ ‘appeasements,’ etc. Radical rightwing 
seakers dominate the programs. 


“The thesis of the nature of the communist 
threat often is developed by equating social 
legislation with socialism, and the latter with 
communism. Much of the administration’s 


[domestic legislative program, including con- 


tinuation of the graduated income tax, expan- 
sion of social security (particularly medical 
care under social security), federal aid to 
education, etc., under this philosophy, would 
be characterized as steps toward communism. 


“This view of the communist menace ren- 
ders foreign aid, cultural exchanges, disarm- 
ament negotiations, and other international 
programs, as extremely wasteful, if not actu- 
ally subversive. ... 


“There are many indications that the phil- 
osophy of the programs is representative of 
a substantial element of military thought, 


_Jand has great appeal to the military mind.... 


There is little in the education, training or 
experience of most military officers to equip 
them with the balance of judgment neces- 
sary to put their own ultimate solutions... 
into proper perspective in the President’s total 
‘strategy for the nuclear age.’ 


“These propaganda activities may well 
become important obstacles to public accept- 
ance of the President’s program and leader- 
ship, if they are not already. However, this 
is by no means the limit of the danger. 


“The view of the menace of the cold war 
described above already has great appeal to 


the public. In the future it may well have 
much greater appeal. This opinion is based 
upon an appraisal of the cold war struggle 
now and in the future, never better described 
than in the President’s inaugural address 


when he spoke of ‘the burden of a long twi- 
light struggle, year in and year out,’ which, he 
also said, may not be solved ‘in our lifetime 
on this planet.’ 


“The American people have never really 
been tested in such a struggle. In the long 
run it is quite possible that the principal 
problem of leadership will be, if it is not 
already, to restrain the desire of the people 
to hit the communists with everything we’ve 
got, particularly if there are more Cubas and 
Laos (sic). Pride in victory, and frustration 
in restraint, during the Korean war, led to 
MacArthur’s revolt and McCarthyism. ... 


It is probably the view of most Members 
of Congress today that if foreign aid were 
laid before the people in a referendum, it 
would be defeated. The question arises, how 
will it be 5 or 10 years from now? ... Yet in 
the meantime, all the paraphernalia of our 
international programs must be at least tol- 
erated by the people during the ‘long twilight 
struggle.’ 


**The radicalism of the right can be expected 
to have great mass appeal during such per- 
iods. It offers the simple solution, easily under- 
stood: Scourging of the devils, within the 
body politic, or, in the extreme, lashing out 
at the enemy. 


“If the military is infected with this virus 
of rightwing radicalism, the danger is worthy 
of attention. If it believes the public is, the 
danger is enhanced. If, by the process of the 
military ‘educating’ the public, the fevers of 
both groups are raised, the danger is great 
indeed. ... 


“Fundamentally, it is believed that the 
American people have little, if any, need to 
be alerted to the menace of the cold war. 
Rather, the need is for understanding of the 
true nature of that menace, and the direc- 
tion of the public’s present and foreseeable 
awareness of the fact of the menace toward 
support of the President’s own total program 
for survival in a nuclear age. There are no 
reasons to believe that military personnel gen- 
erally can contribute to this need, beyond 
their specific, technical competence to explain 
their own role.... 


“The White House and the Defense Depart- 
ment should cease treating propaganda activ- 
ities of military personnel as problems of dis- 
cipline in individual cases or of coordination 
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of such cases from a press or public relations 
standpoint, and begin the process of formulat- 
ing directives which will bring such military 
activities under effective civilian control. 


“So long as the cases are treated individu- 
ally as disciplinary cases, there may well be 
considerable public sympathy with the indi- 
vidual concerned, as a person, or with his 
expressed viewpoint. However, if appropri- 
ate directives are established, as general prop- 
Ositions, without reference to specific cases, 
the broad principle of civilian control should 
be accepted — or, to take the converse, dis- 
agreement with the principle would be diffi- 
cult to sustain. ... 


“Long-range studies, preferably dominated 
by a board of civilian educators, should begin 
the development of a program for exposure 
of promising military officers to broader 
educational opportunities, perhaps requiring 
completion of graduate studies in history, 
government and foreign policy, at universities 
as a condition to high ranks. 


‘With respect to the problem illustrated by 
the case of General Walker, it is suggested 
that a civilian committee be appointed to 
review troop education activities of military 


KK 


personnel from the standpoint of their neces. 
sity and, if found to be, to develop procedure, 
for bringing the content of such program; 
and, if possible, their actual operation, unde; 
civilian control.” 


This arrogant fellow from Arkansas imaging 
that his exposure to learning at Oxford, on; 
Rhodes Scholarship, makes him superior jn 
understanding to such great American military 
men as Douglas MacArthur, who went ty 
West Point. He says the American people are 
not capable of sound judgment and mug, 
therefore, be kept ignorant of the facts, being 
permitted only to know what the President’ 
program is and to support what the President 
wants. He thinks we are in more danger from 
Americans who want to hit communists “with 
everything we’ve got” than from communist; 


He admits that the American people woul 
reject the disastrous foreign aid program, and 
other major features of the President’s pro. 
posals, if they were given a chance — and 
infers that they should never be permitted such 
a chance! 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a half 
years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following that, 
he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 


After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. 
As the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


_. In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 
the side of freedom, you can help immensely by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan 


Smoot Report. 
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